ABSTRACT: This study reports the antifungal evaluation of eighty-two crude methanolic extracts of plants from San Luis province, Argentina, which were selected on the basis of their reported ethnomedical uses and compared them with plants selected at random.
INTRODUCTION
Invasive fungal infections have increased in frequency in the past two decades, having an enormous impact on morbidity and mortality in immunocompromised patients (1) (2) Zacchino, S. Revista Eletrônica de Farmácia Vol. IX (1), 18 -39, 2012 . surgery (4) . In addition, an increasing number of normal individuals, including children in third-world nations (5) (6) that receive deficient sanitary attention and education, suffers superficial fungal infections (those involving the skin and mucosal surfaces) which diminish the quality of their lives.
Although it appears to be a big armamentarium of antifungal drugs in clinical use, in fact a modest number of drugs, derived from five antifungal classes, are available (7) .
All of the available antifungals possess some of the following inconveniences: they have a limited spectrum of action, are fungistatic rather than fungicide thus producing recurrence, develop resistance or are toxic (8) .
Plants provide countless
opportunities for the isolation of new antifungal compounds because of the peerless availability of chemical diversity (9) ; in fact, numerous antifungal compounds have been isolated from them (10) (11) (12) (13) among many others.
But the first important concern within a program of discovery of new plants with antifungal properties is the selection of species to be submitted to biological evaluation.
According to a recent review of Ríos and Recio (14) (14) suggested to avoid the at random criterion and to select plants following an ethnopharmacological perspective since this approach appeared to enhance the probability of success in new drugfinding efforts. These authors based their recommendation on some works (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) that, unfortunately, all were performed with the agar diffusion method. In this qualitative method, the diffusion plays an important role in the diameter of the inhibition halo, and therefore it could not reflect the true antifungal activity of the extract (20) . (22) .
MATERIAL AND METHODS

Plants
Aerial parts of the plants detailed in Table 1 
Extracts preparation
Aerial parts of each plant species were air dried and then ground in a mill.
Powders were submitted to maceration with MeOH (3x) 24 h each. Plant extracts were filtered, pooled, vacuum evaporated at < 40 ºC in a rotary tested.
Antifungal evaluation
Microorganisms and media
For the antifungal evaluation, (21) .
Antifungal susceptibility testing
Minimal Inhibitory Concentration 
Statistical analysis
The comparison of the number of positive plants in PE and PW groups was analyzed with the Chi Square test. P < 0.05 was considered significant. (1) . On the other hand,
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Cryptococcus neoformans is one of the fungus of the panel because it is the main cause of meningoencephalitis in AIDS patients (22) . mentagrophytes (25) .
Plants were divided in two groups: In turn, among the 40 PW species, 4 (10%) were active (MIC 1000 ug/mL) unless in one group of fungi, 1 (2.5%) were active in yeasts, 1 (2.5%)
were active in Aspergillus spp. and 4 (10%) were active in dermatophytes (Table 2 ). Data of tables 1 and 2 are schematically showed in Figure 1 . (27, 51, 59) 500-1000 
